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WE  NEED  A  DII'FERENT  FOREIGN  POLICY 

Instead  of  a  foreign  policy  centered  on  military  "containment"  of  Soviet  Russia  backed  by 
UMT  and  a  peacetime  draft,  we  need  a  foreign  policy  designed,  among  other  things,  to  re¬ 
vise  the  United  Nations  into  genuine  world  government  under  law,  a  recovery  program  aimed 
at  creating  healthy  economies  around  the  world  including  South  America,  worldvdde  reduc¬ 
tion  of  armaments  with  enforcement  upon  individual  violators,  an  intensive  program  of 
world  healing  and  reconciliation,  and  a  determined  effort  to  reach  a  general  settlement 
with  Russia  instead  of  an  all  out  arms  race  and  war. 

Sumner  Welles  writes  in  The  Washington  Post  of  April  20  regarding  our  relations  to  Latin 
America,  "If  the  people  of  the  United  States  want  to  preserve  the  inter-American  system 
they  must  wake  up  to  realities.  ... 

"The  feeling  against  this  country  at  the  Bogota  Conference  was  more  bitter  than  at  any 
inter-American  meeting  since  the  Havana  Conference  of  1928  ....  The  United  States  has 
failed  to  show  any  comprehension  of  our  neighbors’  most  vital  problem.  It  has  refused  to 
admit  that  they  have  any  right  to  expect  the  United  States  to  cooperate  in  a  long-ranfre 
economic  program  which  would  relieve  their  pressing  difficulties,  and  which,  by  increas¬ 
ing  production  and  promoting  industrialization,  woiild  help  them  to  raise  the  living 
standards  of  many  peoples  now  illiterate,  undernourished,  desperately  poor  and  without 
sanitation  or  decent  housing." 

SENATE  AND  HOUSE  STATUS  OF  UMT  AND  SELECTIVE  SERVICE 

In  the  House  -  Public  hearings  on  selective  service  began  before  the  House  Arm.ed  Ser¬ 
vices  Committee  on  April  12  and  will  run  through  April  23.  The  House  already  has  passed 
and  sent  to  the  Senate  a  bill  calling  for  an  enlarged  70-group  Air  Force.  Sentiment  in 
the  House  Committee  seems  strong  for  selective  service  and,  to  a  lesser  extent,  for  UIvIT. 
House  opposition  to  UMT  seems  to  be  increasing.  Present  indications  are  that  the  House 
Committee  bill  for  selective  service  may  be  reported  out  during  the  week  of  April  26. 

The  timetable  for  action  on  the  floor  has  been  slowed  down  because  of  the  shift  of  em¬ 
phasis  on  air  power  and  because  of  wide-spread  opposition  expressed  particularly  to  UI.fT. 

Despite  severe  limitations  on  time  imposed  by  the  chairman  of  the  House  Committee,  wit¬ 
nesses  have  given  some  very  strong  testimony  against  selective  service.  V/.  Harold  Row, 
of  the  Church  of  the  Brethren,  described  areas  in  which  peaceful  contacts  could  be 
established  with  the  Russians.  Donald  Harrington,  of  the  New  Jersey  Council  Against 
Peacetime  Conscription,  and  Samuel  R.  Levering,  of  the  Friends  Committee  on  National 
Legislation,  both  told  how  world  government  should  be  extended  now  and  how  world-vride 
regulation  of  armaments  should  be  undertaken  with  enforcement  upon  individual  violators. 
Albert  Gaeddert  gave  a  moving  account  of  the  long  Mennonite  history  of  opposition  to  war, 
"and  described  the  futility  of  violence.  Frederick  J.  Libby,  of  the  National  Council  for 
Prevention  of  War,  called  for  a  change  in  a  foreign  policy  based  on  military  containment; 
Dutton  S.  Peterson,  New  York  State  Council  of  Churches,  and  Elizabeth  A.  Smart,  National 
W.G.T.U.,  detailed  inconsistencies  in  the  military  arguments  for  selective  service;  and 
Heil  Bollinger,  speaking  for  the  National  Conference  of  Methodist  Youtl^  presented  the 
findings  of  the  April  6-7  Churchmen’s  Conference.  The  determined  opposition  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.A.  to  peacetime  conscription  was  stressed  in  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  Eugene  Blake. 
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In  the  Senate  -  The  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  still  is  trying  to  revise  the 
Pentagon's  draft  of  a  combined  IBdT-and-Selective  Service  Bill.  This  Committee  has  fallen 
behind  its  original  timetable  because  of  the  injection  of  the  70-group  Air  Force  issue, 
and  the  delay  in  submission  of  certain  basic  information  by  Secretary  of  Defense 
Forrestal.  As  in  the  House,  it  is  expected  that  the  Senate  Committee  will  report  its 
bill  out  during  the  week  of  April  26,  so  that  a  vote  may  come  very  soon.  Despite  some 
weakening  in  the  support  for  UMT,  there  still  is  a  very  strong  chance  that  the  Senate 
bill  will  combine  this  with  the  selective  service  program.  The  1122  page  volme  of  tes¬ 
timony  given  in  hearings  before  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  is  now  printed  and 
can  be  secured  by  writing  your  Senator. 


STOP  PEACETBffi  DRAFT  NOW 

The  steady  flow  of  letters  from  the  "grass  roots"  has  helped  demonstrate  to  Con¬ 
gress  the  desire  of  the  country  for  peace,  and  the  resistance  to  conscription 
and  other  war-like  moves.  These  letters  should  be  kept  coming  in,  but  additional 
personal  contacts  are  of  growing  importance  at  this  time  : 

1.  With  the  cooperation  of  like-minded  neighbors,  call  your  senators  and  congress 
man  person-to-person  to  give  them  your  own  feeling  about  the  issues  of  UMT  and 
selective  service. 

2.  Come  yourself  -  or  help  some  other  person  to  come  -  to  Washington  for  two  or 
three  days,  to  interview  your  own  representatives  and  other  key  men  in  Congress. 
These  personal  visitations,  which  are  growing  daily,  bring  home  more  effectively 
than  any  other  method  the  concern  of  Americans  over  present  government  programs. 

On  April  26,  a  "Peace  Plane"  of  50  citizens  of  California  is  expected, to  arrive. 

On  April  29,  the  first  of  two  "Peace  Trains"  from  the  Far  West  is  expected  to 
reach  Washington. 

In  all  the  above  action,  the  FCNL  staff  is  ready  to  help  you  yrith  practical 
suggestions  of  who  to  see  and  how  to  go  about  it. 


CIVIL  LIBERTIES  CONFERENCE 

In  cooperation  with  Washington  representatives  of  religious  and  other  organizations,  the 
staff  of  the  FCNL  helped  initiate  and  arrange  the  National  Citizens  Conference  on  Civil 
Liberties,  which  met  in  Washington  on  April  lU.  This  major  effort  in  the  cause  of  pro¬ 
tecting  individual  human  rights  in  our  country  brought  +'^sether  delegates  from  some  50 
religious,  farm,  educational,  labor,  welfare,  and  public  affairs  organizations. 

In  addition  to  addresses  and  general  sessions,  three  commissions  prepared  reports  in 
specific  areas.  The  Commission  on  Civil  Rights  legislation  called  upon  the  President  to 
issue  an  executive  order  against  racial  and  religious  discrimination  in  Federal  employ¬ 
ment  and  to  abolish  segregation  and  discrimination  in  the  armed  forces.  They  asked 
Congress  to  enact  the  President’s  Civil  Rights  program  into  law,  not  a  single  major 
recommendation  of  which  has  yet  been  carried  out.  They  urged  special  emphasis  this 
session  on  F.S.P.G,,  anti-poll  tax,  and  anti -lynching  legislation.  Further  requests 
included  strengthening  the  Civil  Rights  Section  of  the  Department  of  Justice  and  the 
creation  of  a  oermanent  advisory  commission  on  Civil  Rights, 

The  Cotnmission  on  Governmental  Invasion  of  Civil  Rights  asked  Congress  to  adopt  a  code  of 
fair  practices  for  the  protection  of  witnesses  before  Congressional  Committees,  proposed 


Washington  Letter  No.  52 


Page  3 


the  abolition  of  the  House  Un-American  Activities  Committee,  and  urged  that  the  loyalty- 
investigation  procedure  be  revised  and  limited  with  an  adequate  system  of  appeal  and 
review.  It  condemned  any  legislation  which  would  penalize  groups  of  American  citizens  on 
account  of  political  beliefs. 

The  Commission  to  strengthen  Academic  Freedom  asked  that  teachers  be  given  freedom  to 
teach  the  truth  as  they  see  it,  full  freedom  of  research  and  publication,  full  right  of 
disc\ission  in  the  classroom,  and  the  right  to  join  any  organization  that  is  not  illegal. 

Clifford  J.  Durr,  member  of  the  Federal  Communications  Commission,  attacked  the  growing 
invasion  of  individual  rights  by  various  government  regulations  including  the  procedures 
of  the  loyalty  investigations  and  said,  “Democratic  government  is  based  upon  faith  in  the 
people  —  in  their  innate  intelligence  and  decency  —  upon  belief  in  their  ability  to 
shape  out  a  good  destiny  for  themselves.”  Abe  Fortas,  former  Undersecretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  stressed  that  we  cannot  stop  communism  by  the  FBI  or  political  suppression.  America 
must  offer  a  better  program  to  the  world  if  it  expects  to  win  world  support  for  democracy. 

Copies  of  the  reports  of  the  Commissions  are  available  on  request. 

REVISION  OF  THE  UNITED  NATIONS 

Senator  Homer  Ferguson  of  Michigan,  along  with  15  other  Senators,  introduced  S.  Con.  Res. 

50  on  April  12,  which  is  now  before  the  Senate  Foreign  Affairs  Committee.  Congressman 
Walter  H.  Judd  of  Minnesota  is  sponsoring  H.  Con.  Res.  163,  a  similar  measure  to  the 
Ferguson  bill,  and  a  number  of  other  Congressmen  are  sponsoring  like  bills.  The  Ferguson 
plan  is  almost  identical  vdth,  and  has  the  basic  weaknesses  of,  the  Ely  Culbertson  quota 
force  plan.  A  longer  analysis  is  planned  for  the  next  Newsletter. 

The  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation  is  an  advocate  of  the  progressive  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  United  Nations  into  a  federal  world  government,  with  mutual  disarmament  under 
law  and  with  provisions  for  enforcement  on  individual  violators.  Quite  a  different  sys¬ 
tem  is  envisaged  in  the  Culbertson  plan,  which  sets  up  a  national  military  collective 
security  system,  with  yearly  quotas  for  the  production  of  heavy  armaments  of  20,b  each  for 
the  United  States,  Russia,  and  Great  Britain;  10^  each  for  France  and  China;  and  20^9 
for  the  remaining  53  states  in  the  UN.  The  U  N  World  Police  Force  would  be  made  up  of  a 
volunteer  international  contingent  plus  the  armed  forces  of  the  five  major  powers.  ■VJbat 
is  proposed  in  the  Ferguson  bill  is  essentially  an  anaed  balance  of  power  -  not  a  true 
police  system. 

HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COmfITTEE  REPORTS  A  NEl/T  DISPLACED  PERSONS  BILL 

As  indicated  in  Washington  Letter  No.  5l,  Frank  E.  Fellows  of  Maine  introduced  a  new  dis¬ 
placed  persons  bill  on  April  7,  H.  R.  6l63.  This^ bill  is  a  major  inmrovement  over  the 
Wiley  bill  in  the  Senate,  S.  22U2.  The  House  bill  will  benefit  persons  entering  refugee 
camps  in  the  American,  British  or  French  zones  of  Germany  and  Austria  as  late  as  April  21, 
19U75  "the  Wiley  bill  excludes  those  who  came  in  after  December  19145.  H.  R.  6l63  provides 
for  the  admission  of  200,000  over  a  two-year  period;  the  Wiley  bill  provides  for  only 
half  this  number  and  prevents  any  carry-over  from  the  first  year  to  the  second  if  50,000 
are  not  admitted  during  the  first  year. 

The  -yrovision  most  objectionable  in  the  Fellows  bill  is  the  mortgaging  of  future  quotas 
under  the  immigration  laws.  All  except  orpHans  require  regular  visas  which  are  to  be 
bo. ’rowed  against  future  quotas  of  their  countries  of  origin  up  to  50^  of  the  total  entry 
permits  available •  Under  this  provision,  the  countries  which  already  have  very  small 
quotas,  but  from  which  many  of  the  displaced  persons  would  come,  will  be  for  all  prac¬ 
tical  purposes  excluded  for  many  years.  Congress  should  be  urged  to  act  now  on  the 
House  bill  and  to  amend  the  provision  mortgaging  future  quotas. 
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EQUALITY  OF  NATURALIZATION 

Hearings  vrere  held  April  19  and  21  on  the  Judd  bill,  H.  R.  500U.  This  bill  provides  for 
equality  of  opportunity  for  naturalization  in  the  United  States  for  qualified  persons  of 
all  races  and  nationalities.  If  it  passes,  some  90,000  individuals  who  have  lived  here 
and  proven  their  loyalty  and  love  for  the  United  States  but  who  because  of  their  color 
have  been  ineligible  to  become  American  citizens  will  have  this  great  injustice  removed. 

Former  Ambassador  to  Japan,  Joseph  C.  Grew,  testifying  in  support  of  this  bill  said,  "The 
question  is  one  of  principle,  of  recognition  of  the  innate  equality  of  peoples,  of  giving 
force  to  o’jr  own  democratic  beliefs,"  He  goes  on  to  say  regarding  the  Exclusion  Act, 
"There  can  be  no  question  whatsoever,  that  the  passage  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  192l|. 
undercut  the  position  of  liberal  Japanese  statesmen  whose  policy  was  based  on  friendship 
with  America.  In  the  sense  that  friends  of  this  country  were  weakened,  while  the  extrem¬ 
ists  were  given  a  potent  weapon  with  which  to  exacerbate  Japanese-American  relations,  the 
policy  of  exclusion  contributed  largely  to  the  final  crisis.”  The  Friends  Committee 
plans  to  file  a  statement  in  support  of  this  bill, 

RELIGIOUS  LIBERTY  AGAIN  UNDER  LEGISLATIVE  ATTACK 

The  Dolliver  bill,  H.  R.  2286,  reported  in  Washington  Letter  No.  5l  as  on  the  unanimous 
consent  calendar,  was  passed  over  without  prejudice  at  the  request  of  Congressman  Emanuel 
Celler  of  New  York  on  April  6  and  comes  up  on  the  calendar  again  April  20, 

Congressman  Celler  deserves  a  vote  of  thanks  from  those  who  could  not  take  an  oath  to  bear 
arms  if  such  an  oath  would  be  against  their  religious  conviction.  He  filed  a  minority 
report  when  the  bill  was  reported  from  the  Judiciary  Committee,  In  protesting  this  bill 
as  a  violation  of  the  freedom  of  religion  he  says , after  pointing  out  that  this  woiiLd 
apply  to  such  people  as  Quakers,  Seventh-Day  Adventists,  Mennonites,  and  Brethren,  *’They 
have  a  right  to  protest  the  invasion  of  a  portion  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  which  affects  the 
practice  of  their  religion  which  forbids  killing,  or  going  to  war  to  kill,”  Vfrite  to 
Congressman  Celler  expressing  appreciation  for  his  fair  mindedness  and  belief  in  democ¬ 
racy  and  religious  liberty, 

RECONSTRUCTION  PROGRAM  FOR  NAVAJO  AND  HOPI  INDIANS 

On  March  22,  Senator  Hugh  Butler  of  Nebraska  introduced  S,  2363,  to  promote  the  rehabili¬ 
tation  of  the  Navajo  and  Hopi  tribes  of  Indians  and  the  better  utilization  of  the  re¬ 
sources  of  the  Reservations,  Hearings  began  on  April  20.  This  bill  would  authorize  the 
sum  of  $90,000,000  to  carry  out  the  program  over  a  ten-year  period.  The  program  would 
include  such  projects  as  those  having  to  do  with  soil  and  water  conservation  and  irriga¬ 
tion,  communication  systems,  development  of  industrial  and  business  enterprises,  and 
relocation  and  resettlement  of  Navajo  and  Hopi  Indians.  It  would  set  up  three  projects 
solely  for  the  Navajo  Indians  -  establishment  of  a  revolving  loan  fund;  hospital 
buildings  and  equipment  and  health  conservation  measures;  and  a  number  of  educational 
measures. 


E,  Raymond  Wilson,  George  Loft,  and  C.  Lloyd  Bailey 

Enclosures; 

(1)  Current  issue  of  Conscription  News,  dealing  with  selective  service. 

(2)  "Rearmament  Instead  of  War,"  a  statement  of  recommendations  growing  out  of  an 
emergency  conference  of  some  125  church  leaders  from  coast  to  coast  who  met  in  Washington 
April  6-7  to  discuss  ways  to  avert  war,  to  defeat  UMT  and  a  peacetime  draft,  and  to  t\im 
the  tide  toward  peace. 

Cost  of  Newsletter  -  $2  per  year 
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Num'ber  l4l  April  22,  19^48 


The  figures  shov  draft  not  needed  -  Arguments  against  Selective  Service  - 


TH3  FIGURES  SHOW  DRAFT  NCT  RSEDISD 

'iVhen  the  President  on  January  6,  19^  submitted  his  budget  proposal 
for  1949,  he  asked  for  appropriations  to  support  a  total. of  1,423,000 
men  in  the  armed  forces.  He  indicated  that  "Existing  recruitment  in¬ 
ducements  appear  to  be  adequate  to  maintain  these  forces." 

Secretary  Forrestal  on  liarch  25  told  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Committee  that  there  are  1,384,500  men  in  the  armed  forces  now.  This 
means  tliat  the  armed  forces  are  short  just  38.500  men  of  the  goal  set 
(on  January  6)  by  the  President  and  his  military  advisors  for  the 
fiscal  year  beginning  July  Jl,  1948: 

Strength  Recommended 


by  President 

1949  Present 

Budget  V 

Strength* 

Deficit 

Army 

560,000 

542,000 

18,000 

Air  Force 

362,290 

364.500 

-  2.2X0 

Navy 

417,589 

397,000 

20,589 

14arines 

83.548 

81,000 

2,548 

1,423,427 

1.384.500 

38.927 

It  is  obvious  of  course  that  Congress  would  not 

pass  a  draft  in 

order  to  get  less 

than  40,000  men,  \/hen  Secretary  Forrestal  was  asked 

on  March  I8  to  give  the  manpower 

needs  to  .iustify  the  President's  request 

for  a  draft,  he  v/as  unable  to  do 

80«  A  vfeck  later,  on 

March  25,  he  was 

able  to  present  the  following  request  for  an  increase: 

Present  Strength*  Proposed  Strength^ 

"  Increase* 

Army 

542,000 

782,000 

240,000 

Air  Force 

364,500 

400^000 

35.500 

Navy 

397,000 

460,000 

63,000 

Marines 

81,000 

92,000 

11,000 

1,384,500 

1,734,000 

349,500 

The  Secretaries  of  the  Air  Force  and  the  ITavy  told  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  on  April  13  that  they  did  not  need  the  draft 
and  could  r^  entir^y  on  volunteers.  In  other  words,  if  Congress 
approves  the  proposed  increase  it  would  be  expected  to  pass  an  unpopular 
draft  to  secure  only  240,000  men,  just  for  the  Army  ground  forces. 

^^"Budget  for  the  Fiscal  Tear  1949?  p.  636,  640 

s  Senate  Hearings,  Armed  Services  Committee,  loarch  I8  and  March  25,  1948. 
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msmssTs  against  selbctive  service 

1.  The  Air  Force  doeanH  need  Selective  Service.  Secretary  of  Air  Symington  told 
the  House  Armed  Services  Committee  on  April  13!  "We  do  not  feel  that  Selective  Service 
is  necessary  in  order  to  get  the  people.  .  .for  the  Air  Force."  General  Spaatz  added: 
"I  have  no  doubt  in  my  mind  but  what  the  Air  Force  will  get  sufficient  recruits  to 
maintain  the  Air  Force  proper  on  a  voluntary  enlistment  basis." 

2.  The  Navy  doesnH  need  Selective  Service.  Secretary  of  Navy  Sullivan  told  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  on  April  13?  "We  believe  that  the  way  our  enlistments 
have  been  running  we  probably  will  be  able  to  do  it  (without  Selective  Service).  .  ." 
Admiral  Denfleld,  in  reply  to  a  question  on  whether  the  Navy  could  get  its  strength 
"without  a  draft,"  said:  "I  think  you  can  get  it  if  the  present  situation  continues." 

3.  The  Army  has  not  made  a  case  for  Selective  Service: 

a)  Secretary  Royall  told  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  on  March  25 
that  "war  is  not  imminent." 

b)  Lt.  Gen.  W.  S.  Paul  told  the  Senate  Committee  on  April  2  that  "the 
Army  holds  to  the  view  that  the  proposed  present  Increase  in  strength  is  not  a  mobili¬ 
zation  for  war,  but  merely  an  increase  in  the  strength  of  the  active  force  in  order  to 
permit  the  Army  to  carry  cut  its  global  commitments."  In  seeming  contradiction. 

General  Bradley  on  March  25  told  the  Senate  Committee  that  only  13,000  additional 
combat  troops  and  1,000  service  troops  would  be  sent  overseas  if  the  Army  increased  its 
strength  by  2h0,000  men  and  got  a  peacetime  draft.  This  is  only  a  token  increase  over¬ 
seas  and  does  not  .lustify  a  draft.  Thus,  the  bulk  of  the  increase,  or  226,000  men, 
would  remain  in  the  United  States  to  swell  Army  ranks  here. 

c)  Throughout  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  hearings.  Army  spokes¬ 
men  A«k  for  a  balanced  force  so  as  not  to  be  behixid  the  Air  Force.  General  Bradley  on 
March  I5  said  that  "the  Army  should  be  provided  for  in  balance  with  the  other  forces. 
The  failure  to  provide  equitably  for  all  three  services  will  inevitably  result  in  an 
unbalance  of  our  land,  sea,  and  air  team.  .  ."  But  Secretary  Symington  told  the  House 
Comr.ittee  on  April  I3:  "There  has  been  no  Joint  Chiefs  of  Steiff  decision  as  to  a 
balanced  force." 

4.  The  Army  could  get  more  volunteers  if  it  wanted  to  do  so. 

a)  The  Army,  according  to  its  recruiting  chief  has  been  turning  down 
'about  fifty  per  cent  of  those  who  apply  for  enlistment'  because  the  Army  raised  its 
requirements  from  a  70  to  an  80  grade  in  the  Army  General  Classification  Test. 

(Hew  Tork  Times.  September  10,  19^7) 

Amy  spokesmen  in  the  Senate  hearings  maintained  that  they  did  not  want  to 
lower  the  grade  from  an  80  to  70  because  every  man  should  be  a  specialist  in  some 
function.  However,  an  official  Army  pamphlet  entitled  "The  Fort  Knox  Ibqperiment"  which 
was  reprinted  in  the  Senate  Hearings  refers  to  "the  70  minimum  which  is  usual  for  Azmy 
enlistment."  And  General  Eisenhower  on  April  2  told  the  Senate  Ceomittee  "My  memory  is 
sometimes  tricl![y  but  1  thought  I  had  directed  before  I  left  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  drop 
for  the  grouM  forces  at  least,  the  figure  back  to  70,  and  1  thou^t  there  is  where  it 
was  so  we  could  fill  up  certain  places  where  we  could  do  this.  .  •” 

Evidently  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  absoliite  necessity  of 

an  80  grade. 


General  Pa-ul  is  quoted  in  the  Senate  Hearings  as  saying  that  "The  standard* 
score  is  not  an  IC^  and  does  not  involve  the  notion  of  mental  age.  .  ."  The  Amy's 
tables  submitted  to  the  Senate  Committee  eonpare  the  years  of  education  with  the  scores 
made  on  the  Any  General  Classification  Test.  They  reveal  that  only  nine  persons 
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with  more  than  l6  years  of  education  and  only  105  persons  with  more  than  12  years  of  edu¬ 
cation  and  1,593  \fith  more  than  10  years  of  education  have  failed  to  get  an  80  AGCT  grade, 
whereas  only  l^iS  persons  with  less  than  a  fourth  grade  education  were  able  to  get  more 
than  an  80  score. 

The  prohlem  seems  to  he  one  of  education  and  not  necessarily  a  matter  of  intelli¬ 
gence.  The  question  should  ho  asked*  "Since  the  Army  conducted  literacy  training  and 
other  education  during  the  war  and  would  do  so  under  universal  military  training,  why 
doesnH  it  do  so  now  and  accept  men  with  lower  educational  standards!" 

h)  The  Amy  could  drastically  revise  its  court  martial  system  so  as  to  meet 
the  demands  of  veterans'  organizations.  The  fact  that  "justice"  for  an  enlisted  man  is 
almost  always  different  from  "justice"  for  an  officer  has  kept  many  veterans  from  re¬ 
enlisting. 


c)  The  Arny  could  modify  the  officer  caste  system  as  suggested  hy  the 
Doolittle  Board, 

d)  General  Paul,  Army  Director  of  Personnel,  according  to  the  October  11, 

1947  New  York  Times .  said  he  believed  that  the  manpower  picture  would  improve  materially 
if  more  decent  housing  could  he  assured  in  the  Army. 

e)  The  Army  has  set  a  limit  on  the  number  of  Negro  enlistments  the  Army  is 
willing  to  accept.  Evidently  on  the  false  assumption  that  Negroes  are  not  as  patriotic 
or  responsible  as  whites,  the  Amy  permits  only  10^  of  the  Amy's  strength  to  be  composed 
of  Negroes.  This  quota  should  be  removed  and  racial  segregation  eliminated.  The  army 
also  limits  the  number  of  qualified  Puerto  Ricans  v/ho  may  enlist. 

f)  The  Army  could  permit  enlistments  for  an  18-month  term  and  re- enlistment  a 
for  a  one-year  term,  as  it  did  in  1945  aM  1946  when  it  got  well  over  150,000  such  short¬ 
term  enlistments  in  six  months  time. 

5,  Administration  spokesmen  for  the  draft  are  confused  as  to  its  need. 

a.  General  Marshall  on  March  I8  in  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee 
hearings  was  asked  how  many  troops  were  needed  "to  maintain  our  military  posture." 

Althou^  Marshall  was  advocating  Selective  Service,  he  replied  that  he  "would  not 
attempt  to  estimate  at  the  present  moment  because  that  is  not  my  bailiwick  nor  have  1 
the  time  to  go  into  all  of  the  details."  Nor  did  he  know  how  enlistments  are  coming  in, 

When  asked  for  some  details  of  the  plan  for  Selective  Service,  Marshall 
replied,  "1  only  know  what  I  read  in  the  paper.  I  have  not  had  time  to  discuss  with  the 
military  authorities  what  the  plan  was." 

Marshall  also  said,  "I  think  the  psychdogleal  effect  is  the  great  immediate 
importance  of  the  action.  .  ."  Later  he  indicated  that  it  "is  the  paramount  thing." 

6,  The  Administration  really  wants  -peacetime  cooscriution  eetablishad  in  nrinciule — 
the  camel's  nose  under  the  tent*  Secretary  Porrestal  told  the  Senate  Committee  March  18: 
"Among  its  objectives  are  the  completion  of  these  deficiencies,  but  the  far  deeper  and 
AfiflLfi  signif leant  purpose  is  to  create  now  the  machinery  which  will  enable  the  Amy  if 
necessary,  and  also  the  Navy  and.  Air  Force,  to  add  substantially  to  their  present  rosters." 

7,  The  drive  for  Selective  Service  is  one  more  step  in  the  Army's  strategy  for 
getting  permanent  conscription  established.  For  example,  the  Army  has  not  suggested 
any  time  limit  on  Selective  Service*  At  one  point  in  the  Senate  hearings  "possibly  the 
decade" «s  mentioned  as  the  length  of  the  draft.  At  another  point  Forrestal  is^lied  that 
we  would  change  the  proposed  program  "when  she  (Bussla)  withdraws  to  her  own  borders  and 
is  content  with  a  national  rather  than  an  international  effort  to  govern*"  Secretary 
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Forrestal  also  told  the  Senate  Committee  that  v;hen  "the  long  term  program  (universal 
military  training)  is  adequately  functioning,  we  should  he  ahle  in  a  more  peaceful  ^ 

world  to  curtail  or  eliminate  the  short  term  program  (Selective  Service)".  In  other 
words,  indefinite  -peacetime  conacriotion  is  desired,  whether  it  is  called  Selective 
Service  or  Universal  Military  Training. 

8,  The  cost  of  reactivating  Selective  Service  machinery  would  add  millions  of 

dollars  to  the  present  recruiting  costs  since  the  armed  forces  intend  to  maintain  their 
recruiting  programs.  Ptoti  July  1,  1946  to  March  31,  194?,  when  only  19,798  men  were 
drafted.  Selective  Service  spent  $22,878,000.  It  is  obvious  that  a  draft  of  240,000  men 
v/ould  require  even  more  money.  $25, "^8, 000  was  spent  for  recruiting  of  volunteers  hy  the  , . » 
Army  and  the  Air  Force  from  July  1,  1947  to  March  1,  1948.  $17,110,629  was  spent  hy  the 

Havy  and  Marine  Corps  for  recruiting  between  July  1,  1947  and  Fehruaiy  1,  1948.  Additional 
funds  spent  in  recruiting  would  he  better  than  re-establishing  a  costly  draft  set-up. 

9.  Bach  branch  of  the  armed  farces  wants  to  swell  its  own  ranks  and  urestiee. 

There  is  great  jealousy  among  the  various  branches  of  the  armed  forces.  The  New  York 
Times  of  April  14  said:  "The  unification  of  the  country* s  armed  services,  achieved 
after  many  years,  had  not  lessened  a  whit  the  rivalry  between  them,"  In  their  desire 

for  more  money  and  men,  Army  and  Air  Force  spokesmen  have  repudiated  Secretary  Forrestal’s  ^ 
proposed  increases  and  are  asking  for  more  than  he  did.  For  example.  General  Bradley  on 
April  14  asked  for  an  army  of  822,000  men  instead  of  an  army  of  782,000  as  proposed  by 
Secretary  Forrestal  on  March  25.  Secretary  Symington  on  April  I3  asked- for  502,000  and 
a  70-group  air  force  instead  of  400,000  men  and  a  55  group  air  force  proposed  by  Forrestal. 
Only  the  Navy  Secretary  raoained  loyal  to  the  joint  program,  and  stuck  by  the  460,000 
figure  advanced  by  Mr,  Forrestal. 

The  New  York  Times  of  April  14,  in  describing  the  situation,  revealed  that  "Forrestal 
is  opposing  a  seventy  group  air  force  at  this  time,  .  .President  Truman  is  backing  him  up  f 
in  this  position,"  The  Times  added  "The  necessity  of  maintaining  *absolute  balance* 
between  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  urged  by  Secretary  Forrestal,  was  *  over¬ 
emphasized  for  the  sake  of  keeping  peace  among  the  three  services.*" 

It  seems  obvious  that  the  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  about  the 
increasing  importance  of  the  Air  Force  has  been  a  major  factor  in  their  desire  for  more 
manpower.  If  the  Air  Force  were  to  be  content  with  55  groups  and  the  number  of  men  | 

originally  planned  for  them,  it  is  possible  that  the  Army  and  Navy  would  not  have  asked 
for  more  men  and  mon^.  And,  the  Administration  is  now  saying  that  the  Air  Force  should 
be  content  with  the  55  group  strength. 

10*  Ho  action  should  be  taken  on  Selective  Service  because  it  would  commit  the 
U.S.  to  a  policy  of  force  in  our  foreign  affairs.  With  Selective  Service  in  their  hands. 
President  Truman,  General  Marshall,  and  Mr.  Forrestal  would  feel  able  to  be  even  more 
quixotic  and  militaristic  in  their  foreign  relations  because  they  would  feel  they  could 
readily  draw  on  the  nation* s  manpower  to  back  them  up.  Marquis  Childs  in  his  April  14 
column  wrote  of  this  problem  as  follows: 

".  .At  the  rate  at  which  events  are  moving  in  the  foreign  field,  A  Bepublicaa  Presi¬ 
dent  coming  in  on  Jannary  20  will  find  himself  helpless  to  move  in  any  direction  except 
down  the  narrow  road  marked  out  for  him  by  his  predecessor.  And  that  road  may  lead  inevi¬ 
tably  to  war.  .  .  Thus  attitudes  are  being  frozen  here  in  the  Thiited  States — the  attitudes 
of  policy-makers  and  the  attitudes  of  plain  citizens.  Scare  reports  of  foreign  submarines 
off  the  coast  give  people  a  cre^y  feeling  of  the  pre-Pearl  Harbor  newsred  being  played 
over  again,  fear  breeds  fatalism  — a  sense  of  hopelessness  before  the  march  of  vast  and 
mysterious  events.  In  the  same  way  it  is  possible  that  attitudes  are  being  fixed  in  the 
other  half  of  the  world,  where  communism  is  dominant.  Once  the  ponderous  wheels  of  the 
machine  are  started  turning,  it  is  hard  to  stop  or  reverse  them.**  < 
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STATEMENT  OF  A  CONFERENCE  OF 
CHURCH  PEOPLE  ON  WORLD  PEACE 


WASHINGTON,  D.  C 
APRIL  6-7,  1948 


STATEMENT  OF  A  CONFERENCE  OF  , 
CHURCH  PEOPLE  ON  WORLD  PEACE 
WASHINGTON,  D.  C 
APRIL  6-7,  1948 

Concerned  about  the  serious  drift  towards  war,  more 
than  125  individuals  from  12  Protestant  denominations 
and  20  states  met  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  April  6  and 
7,  1948,  to  consider  programs  of  action  to  avert  war  and 
re-vitalize  the  will  to  peace. 

We  are  convinced  that  Christians  have  a  responsibility 
to  arouse  and  to  guide  the  conscience  of  the  community 
and  that  the  Church  has  a  positive  message  of  courage 
and  hope  for  the  current  hour.  We  face  a  serious  world 
situation  intensified  by  the  present  fears  of  the  American 
people  and  complicated  by  the  lack  of  accurate  informa¬ 
tion,  due  partly  to  a  veil  of  secrecy  which  exists  even  in 
this  country.  We  believe  that  war  need  not  be  either 
imminent  or  inevitable.  Among  the  steps  we  urge  are 
the  following: 

1.  AVERT  WAR 

We  call  upon  our  national  leaders  to  cease  the  effort 
to  put  the  United  States  on  a  war-time  basis.  We  recog¬ 
nize  the  menace  of  totalitarianism — communism  or  fasc¬ 
ism — to  a  democratic  way  of  life.  We  are  convinced  that 
the  method  of  dealing  with  such  ideas  is  not  by  resort  to 
armed  force  but  by  the  strengthening  of  social  and  polit¬ 
ical  democracy,  safeguarded  by  international  law.  It  is 
our  conviction  that,  as  a  nation,  we  have  failed  to  take 
all  possible  steps  to  avert  war,  to  strengthen  democracy 
at  home  and  abroad,  and  to  build  world  peace. 

2.  RESTORE  CIVILIAN  LEADERSHIP 

To  this  end  of  averting  war  we  want  the  policy-making 
powers  of  government  immediately  restored  to  civilian 
leadership  in  fact,  so  that  the  important  American  tradi¬ 
tion  of  the  supremacy  of  civilian  control  over  the  mili¬ 
tary  will  be  maintained,  and  the  United  States  will  not 
needlessly  be  alerted  to  war  measures.  We  do  not  ques¬ 
tion  the  patriotism  of  the  military  men  of  the  nation,  but 
their  growing  dominance  in  our  national  government  is  a 
serious  threat  to  the  basic  spirit  of  democracy. 


3.  DEFEAT  SELECTIVE  SERVICE  AND 
UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Armament  races  in  the  past  have  not  prevented  war  and 
give  no  assurance  that  they  will  prevent  wars  in  the  future. 
We  call  for  the  defeat  of  Selective  Service  and  Universal 
Military  Training  legislation  which  will  be  viewed  at 
home  and  abroad  as  a  beginning  of  mobilization  for  war. 
For  military  manpower,  it  is  our  conviction  that  the 
military  authorities  can  devise  m^ns  of  recruiting  volun¬ 
teers  without  departing  from  democratic  traditions  of 
freedom. 


4.  PEACE  THROUGH  CONTINUOUS  DEVELOP¬ 
MENT  OF  THE  UNITED  NATIONS 

Wc  believe  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States 
should  be  based  upon  the  determination  to  achieve  peace 
through  developing  the  United  Nations  rather  than  upon 
unilateral  diplomacy  based  upon  national  military  might. 
World  peace  demands  that  nations  limit  national  sov¬ 
ereignty  in  a  world  system  under  law.  We  believe, 
therefore,  that  American  policy  should  have  as  its  objec¬ 
tive  the  patient,  persistent  development  of  the  United 
Nations  in  the  direction  of  some  form  of  World  Gov- 
erxunent. 

5.  CONTINUE  NEGOTIATION 

We  urge  the  continuance  of  the  policy  of  sincere  and 
patient  negotiation  without  threat  of  military  force.  We 
urge  that  negotiations  with  Russia  be  kept  open  on  the 
initiative  of  our  government,  and  that  this  be  a  continuing 
process.  We  would  include  in  these  negotiations  both 
govermnental  and  non-governmental  groups  and  urge 
that  wc  make  a  fresh  start  on  the  highest  levels  to  resolve 
conflict. 

6.  UNITED  STATES’  LEADERSHIP  FOR  WORLD¬ 
WIDE  DISARMAMENT  UNDER  LAW 

Wc  call  for  the  bold  leadership  of  the  United  States 
in  promoting  plans  for  world  disarmament  through 
strengthening  the  United  Nations,  including  the  world¬ 
wide  abolition  of  peacetime  compulsory  military  training. 
Nations  must  transfer  sovereign  control  of  armaments  to 
the  United  Nations,  including  inspection,  enforcement  on 
individuals,  and  adequate  funds  for  control. 

7.  CONTROL  ATOMIC  ENERGY 

We  urge  fresh  efforts  to  find  a  basis  for  the  control  of 
atomic  energy  under  the  United  Nations.  We  are  fully 
aware  of  the  ultimate  implications  of  failure  to  resolve 
this  issue.  Wc  believe  that  this  control  can  and  must  be 
established  without  injury  to  the  internal  economies  of 
participating  nations.  The  civilian  control  of  atomic 
energy  in  our  domestic  economy  should  be  continued 
and  further  strengthened. 

8.  WORLD  RECOVERY  PROGRAM 

Wc  urge  the  American  people  to  throw  their  whole¬ 
hearted  support  behind  efforts  to  promote  through  truly 
constructive  forces  the  political  freedom  and  economic 
well-being  of  all  the  peoples  throughout  the  world  and 
to  utilize  international  machinery  as  fully  as  possible. 


We  urge  that  the  European  Recovery  Program  and  all 
other  aid  programs  be  administered  without  political 
coercion;  that  they  be  directed  toward  the  development  of 
healthy  economic  processes  and  democratic  utilization  of 
the  land  and  natural  resources.  We  believe  that  no  aid 
program  should  be  tied  in  with  military  purposes,  but 


related  so  far  as  possible  to  the  organized  agencies  of  the  ' 
United  Nations,  such  as  the  Economic  and  Social  Council 
where  no  veto  exists. 

We  recognize  that  the  solution  of  the  world’s  problems 
makes  imperative  increased  sharing  and  sacrifice  to  an 
extent  not  yet  contemplated  by  our  citizens.  The  real 
enemies  to  be  overcome  are  hunger,  poverty,  desperation, 
and  chaos.  A  large  section  of  the  American  people  have 
thus  far  failed  to  align  themselves  with  the  suffering  of 
others.  The  challenge  of  the  emergency  is  for  the  Chris¬ 
tian  to  make  the  essential  sacrifices  that  all  mankind  may 
share  in  the  human  dignity  that  we  cherish  for  our¬ 
selves.  It  would  be  far  wiser  to  utilize  a  large  proportion 
of  the  American  budget  for  such  needs  rather  than  to 
dissipate  it  in  military  rearmament. 

9.  UNDERGIRD  PEACE 

We  call  upon  the  American  government  and  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  to  take  vigorous  leadership  in  practicing  the 
principles  of  love,  law,  justice,  and  moral  responsibility. 
We  call  upon  all  Christians  to  undergird  the  program  for 
peace  in  confidence  and  faith,  to  speak  with  clarity  and 
force  to  their  representatives  in  Congress  in  order  that 
our  national  action  may  be  directed  toward  the  peace  of 
the  world,  and  to  pledge  their  personal  support  together 
with  all  necessary  sacrifices  involved.  As  Christians  we 
recognize  that  our  greatest  asset  lies  in  the  spiritual  quality 
of  life. 

Charles  R.  Bell  Eleanor  Neff 
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